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Educational Center and the Vassie L.
Peek, Sr. Educational Annex.

I would also like to acknowledge the
contributions of St. Paul’s pastor, the
Reverend Doctor Henry P. Davis, Jr.,
to New Jersey’s Baptist community.
Over the years, Reverend Davis has
been a shining example of devotion to
his church. In addition to his commit-
ment to his parish, the Reverend has
served as Treasurer of the General Bap-
tist State Convention of New Jersey,
Moderator of the Seacoast Missionary
Baptists Association of New Jersey, an
Executive Board member of the New
Jersey Council of Churches, and Sec-
retary of the Moderator’s Auxiliary of
the National Baptist Convention, USA.

Once again, I would like to extend
my congratulations and warmest wish-
es to Reverend Davis and his congrega-
tion on the occasion of the centennial
celebration of St. Paul Baptist Church.
The church’s contributions to the resi-
dents of Atlantic Highlands is un-
matched. I can only hope that the next
one hundred years will be as rewarding
as the first.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO WILLIE AND
VERONICA ARTIS

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to Willie and
Veronica Artis of Flint, Michigan. On
October 19, 1999, they will be honored
by Mott Community College for their
many contributions to the greater
Flint community.

In 1979, Willie Artis co-founded Gen-
esee Packaging, Inc., a maker of cor-
rugated packaging with a focus on the
automotive industry. Mr. Artis and Mr.
Buel Jones began this company by uti-
lizing the opportunities that were
available to them through General Mo-
tors’ minority business development
programs. Using their extensive back-
ground in automotive contract pack-
aging and corrugated manufacturing,
Mr. Artis and Mr. Jones were able to
penetrate the existing automotive mar-
ket and build a relationship with a
General Motors buyer.

Upon co-founder Buel Jones’ retire-
ment, Willie Artis took control of the
day-to-day operations of the company
and implemented a restructuring of the
organization. Presently, Genesee Pack-
aging employs a total of 230 people in
three different plants and has just com-
pleted thirty-three consecutive months
of profitability.

Willie Artis has over twenty-eight
years of experience in sales, corrugated
manufacturing and automotive con-
tract packaging. He obtained his edu-
cation at Wilson College in Chicago, Il-
linois, and continued his education
through executive seminars for busi-
ness owners at Dartmouth College. He
is currently President and Chief Execu-
tive Officer of Genesee Packaging, Inc.
in Flint, Michigan.

Willie Artis’ wife, Veronica Artis, is
also an instrumental force at Genesee
Packaging, Inc. Veronica obtained her
higher education at the University of

Wisconsin, Dartmouth College, Whar-
ton School of Business, and Harvard
University. Before joining Genesee
Packaging, Inc, Veronica held various
positions at Wisconsin Bell and
Ameritech. Veronica joined Genesee
Packaging, Inc. in 1989 as the Vice
President of Administration and she is
a member of the Executive Staff.

The event at Mott Community Col-
lege on October 19, 1999, is a salute to
Mr. and Mrs. Artis’ success, their com-
mitment to the greater Flint commu-
nity, and their contributions as fine
corporate citizens. A scholarship will
be established in their names that will
be held at the Foundation for Mott
Community College.

I join Mott Community College and
the entire Flint community in this
celebration of two distinguished citi-
zens, Willie and Veronica Artis.∑
f

REMARKS BY PRESIDENT MERI OF
ESTONIA

∑ Mr. BIDEN. Mr. President, on Octo-
ber 13, the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors—which supervises all U.S. Gov-
ernment-sponsored international
broadcasting—held a ceremony cele-
brating its new status as an inde-
pendent agency.

Among the speakers was the Presi-
dent of Estonia, Lennart Meri, who de-
livered a very thoughtful and eloquent
speech on the importance of inter-
national broadcasting to the mission of
promoting democracy and freedom
around the world.

I commend it to all of my colleagues.
I ask to have printed in the RECORD,
the text of President Meri’s speech.

The speech follows:
THE UNFINISHED TASKS OF INTERNATIONAL

BROADCASTING

(By Lennart Meri, President of the Republic
of Estonia, Washington, D.C., 13 October
1999)

No one talking in this city about the im-
portance of the media could fail to recall
Thomas Jefferson’s observation that if he
were forced to choose between a free press
and a free parliament, he would always
choose the former because with a free press
and a free parliament, he would end with a
free parliament, but with a free parliament,
he could not be sure if he would end with a
free press.

I certainly won’t become the exception to
that practice. But if these words of your
third president and the author of the Amer-
ican Declaration of Independence continue
to resonate around the world, one of his
other observations about the press may be
more relevant for our thinking about the
current and future tasks of international
broadcasting. Responding in June 1807 to a
Virginia resident who was thinking about
starting a newspaper, Jefferson argued that
‘‘to be most useful,’’ a newspaper should con-
tain ‘‘true facts and sound principles only.’’

Unfortunately, he told his correspondent,
‘‘I fear such a paper would find few sub-
scribers’’ because ‘‘it is a melancholy truth
that a suppression of the press could not
more completely deprive the nation of its
benefits than is done by its abandoned pros-
titution to falsehood.’’ And one of the great-
est advocates of the power of the media to
support democracy concluded sadly, ‘‘noth-

ing can now be believed which is seen in a
newspaper. Truth itself becomes suspicious
by being put into that polluted vehicle.’’

Jefferson’s optimistic comment about the
role of a free press came as he was helping to
make the revolution that transformed the
world; his more critical ones came after his
own, often less than happy years as president
of the United States. Given my own experi-
ences over the past half century, I can fully
understand his shift in perspective and can
thus testify that were Thomas Jefferson to
be with us today, he would be among the
most committed advocates of international
broadcasting precisely because of his experi-
ences in the earlier years of the American re-
public.

For most of my adult life, I lived in an oc-
cupied country, one where the communist re-
gime suppressed virtually all possibilities for
free expression in public forums. As a result,
we turned to international broadcasting like
Radio Free Europe, Radio Liberty, the Voice
of America, and the BBC to try to find out
what was going on.

Let me go back in memory for a moment.
Estonia was already under Soviet occupation
when the ‘‘Battle of Britain’’—solitary Eng-
land’s solitary battle against the totali-
tarian world—began. This is how I saw it, at
the age of twelve, before our family was de-
ported to Siberia. Nazi Germany bombas-
tically boasted of its victories, London spoke
of losses. And yet each broadcast from Lon-
don, day after day, ended with the English
newscaster’s dry announcement: ‘‘Das waren
die Nachrichten am 5. Juni, am hundert
sechs und fùnfzigsten Tage des Jahres, wo
Hitler versprach, den Krieg zu gewinnen.’’—
‘‘These were the news of June 15, 156th day of
the year when Hitler promised to win the
war’’. There was no irony in these words.
Rather, there was the pedantic knowledge of
a pharmacist—how many drops of truth
morning, day and night were necessary to
keep the ability of doubt alive. The end of
World War II found me in exile, buried deep
into the heart of Russia, a couple of hundred
kilometers from the nearest railway station.
You had your Victory Day celebrations, and
so had I. I bought a crystal of selenium to
build a radio receiver. During the time of
war, all radio equipment had been con-
fiscated in Russia. Now, suddenly, I was
holding in my hands a thumb’s length of a
glass tube containing a crystal and a short
wire—my pass to freedom. The third re-
ceiver, built already in Estonia, finally
worked, and I have been with you ever since.
I doubt whether it is in my powers to give
you a convincing picture of our spiritual
confinement. Imagine being blind, unable to
see colours, to perceive light or shadows;
being surrounded by the void space without
a single point of reference, without gravity
that would feel like motherly love in this
spiritual vacuum. And then, for a quarter of
an hour, or half an hour, or even—a royal
luxury—for a whole hour—the void would
suddenly be filled with colours, fragrances,
voices, the warmth of the sun and the fresh
hope of spring. How many of you remember
the Moscow Conference of 1946, to which so
many Estonians for some unknown reason
looked forward with hope? I remember Mr.
Peter Peterson from the BBC covering the
conference, I remember, the intonation of
Winston Churchill, when he said of the win-
ners of this very ‘‘Battle of Britain’’: ‘‘That
was their finest hour’’. I remember the lec-
tures of astronomer Fred Hoyle, to which I
listened taking notes from week to week.
Under Soviet rule, his discovery was banned
as ‘‘idealistic’’.

Some years ago, when I received Javier
Solana, the Secretary-General of NATO, in
Tallinn, I compared the inevitability of the
expansion of the island of democracy and
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NATO security structures with Fred Hoyle’s
expanding universe, and noticed when I was
still speaking that Mr. Salona was deeply
and personally moved by my speech. ‘‘You
could not have known,’’ he said afterwards,
‘‘that Fred Hoyle was during my university
studies my research subject.’’ This is how
the radiation from an antenna materialises
into attitudes, actions, and landscapes.
Allow me two more comments. It is my duty
to thank from this chair your predecessors
for the decision to start broadcasts in Esto-
nian on Radio Liberty, and even more for the
decision to transfer the broadcasts in Esto-
nian to the responsibility area of Radio Free
Europe—in full concord with the non-rec-
ognition policy of the United States. I do not
know how this decision was taken. During
the Korean War, I heard from the Russian
broadcasts, that the next day, the first Esto-
nian broadcast would be on the air at 1800
hours. I was still a student and lived in
Tartu, in a dormitory, which housed more
than 500 students. I mentioned the forth-
coming Estonian broadcast to one single
friend. Stalin’s terror was rampant in Esto-
nia. For the time when the broadcast begun,
my room was full of people, and more were
coming. I will never forget that day, those
solemn thirty minutes, and least of all the
atmosphere in my room. Those people were
the friends of my friend’s friends. I knew a
few, most were strangers to me. Every lis-
tener stood apart, in different directions,
motionless, no glance met another, no word
was spoken, we parted in silence. Such gath-
erings were punished with twenty-five years
of hard labour. Not a single one of these
twenty or thirty people got into trouble,
which bespeaks of a high morale.

And my last point. I have myself worked at
the radio, and know and knew the most dis-
tressing doubt—or ignorance, to be more ac-
curate—whether your message did find your
listeners. The broadcaster’s work is like a
dialogue with the stars: he can hear his own
voice, but never gets any answer. The lis-
tener’s temptation to respond is over-
whelming. In spring 1976 Radio Free Europe
informed that the Estonian polar explorer.
August Massik had died in Canada. I picked
up the phone and dictated a message for the
writers’ newspaper, and it appeared two days
later, on June 18. In the circumstances of to-
talitarian seclusion, this was quite an ac-
complishment, which, I hoped, would mor-
ally support Radio Free Europe’s Estonian
staff. I must confess, I also wrote to your
countryman Alistair Cooke the following
lines, and I am quoting: ‘‘Your word has al-
ways penetrated the Iron Curtain. Every
week you have been a member of our family.
I don’t remember if you have ever spoken
about Estonia, but you have always spoken
as a European about the democratic world,
which is the same’’. I was deeply moved to
get Alistair Cooke’s reply, which I would
very much like to read to this audience: ‘‘It
will be plain to you’’, Alistair Cooke wrote,
‘‘why I particularly cherish letters from peo-
ple who listened, sometimes at their peril,
from behind the Iron Curtain. Of all such,
your letter is at once the most touching and
the most gratifying. I am deeply grateful to
you and wish you all good things as you ap-
proach what (to me) is early middle age!
Most sincerely, etc. Alistar Cooke’’. That
was the role you have played, and I doubt
whether you yourself are aware of how much
an antenna can outweight the world’s big-
gest army.

Frequently, these sources provided the
only reliable news we could get about what
was going on not only in the outside world
but also in our own country. These broad-
casts were our universities: They provided us
with the materials we needed to understand
our world and ultimately to build a move-

ment capable of reclaiming our rightful
place in world.

Indeed, one of the key moments in the re-
covery of the independence of my country is
directly tied to international broadcasting.
On January 13, 1991, Russian leader Brois
Yeltsin flew to Tallinn in the aftermath of
the Soviet killings in Lithuania. While
there, he not only signed agreements ac-
knowledging the right of the Baltic states to
seek independence from the Soviet Union
but he issued a statement calling on Russian
officers and men not to obey illegal Soviet
orders to fire on freely elected governments
or unarmed civilians.

Through a series of FM and telephone con-
nections from Tallinn via Helsinki to Stock-
holm to Munich, Yeltin’s words reached
REF/RL’s Estonian Service and then were
broadcast throughout the Soviet Union on
all of that station’s language services. I am
convinced that that broadcasting by itself
prevented Moscow from taking even more
radical steps against our national movement
and thus set the stage for the recovery of our
independence as well as for the dissolution of
the Evil Empire as a whole.

Just one indication of how important that
action was to us is the fact that the head of
RFL/FL’s Estonian Service at that time,
Toomas Hendrik Ilves, is now Estonian for-
eign minister.

I can’t stress too highly what these broad-
casts meant to me and to my fellow Esto-
nians in another sense as well. During the
long years of occupation, these broadcasts in
our own languages demonstrated that the
world, and that there was no basis for pes-
simism about our future. And these broad-
casts, especially those which were about our
country, reminded not only us but the Soviet
Authorities that they would never be able to
prevent us from regaining our freedom.

When we finally did so in 1991, I like many
other Estonians and, I suspect, like many of
you, looked to the future with enormous
self-confidence. and also like many of you, I
was sure that the chief contribution of inter-
national broadcasting to my country lay in
the past. Indeed, it was in that spirit that I
nominated Radio Free Europe/Radio Liberty
for the Novel Peace Prize, an honor I still be-
lieve it should ultimately receive.

Surely, we thought, with communism over-
thrown and with our own independence re-
affirmed, we could quickly establish our own
free press, one that would provide our citi-
zens with the information they would need
not only to recover from the past but to
allow us to re-enter Europe and the West.

But the experience of the past eight years
has shown that such optimism was mis-
placed. First of all, the privatisation of the
media did not make it free. Because of eco-
nomic difficulties, privatisation both re-
duced the number of media outlets, thus
paradoxically stifling freedom, and encour-
aged those remaining to seek readers and lis-
teners by appealing to the lowest common
denominator among our citizens. Instead of
elevating the understanding of their audi-
ences, all too many of our media outlets
played to the worst in them, filling their
pages or their broadcasts with sex, violence,
and charges of corruption.

That is why I have complained so often
that the path from a controlled press to a
free press all too often lies through the worst
kind of yellow press.

There is a second reason why our optimism
about our own domestic media was mis-
placed; the experiences and values of the edi-
tors and journalists who now work in the do-
mestic media. Not surprisingly, almost all of
them are products of the Soviet system.
Their understanding of what the media is for
and what they do is thus very different from
that of journalists who have grown up in a

free media environment. They see media out-
lets as a form of propaganda, something the
new owners frequently even encourage, and
they see individual news stories as a chance
to push their own agendas rather than to re-
port accurately on what is going on.

And there is yet a third reason why we ex-
pected too much too soon in this area after
the collapse of communism. A free press
needs a free audience be it readers or lis-
teners, and such an audience is not some-
thing that has been created overnight in any
country.

It did not happen overnight even in the
United States which never faced the same
kind of tyranny that we did. Indeed, Jeffer-
son complained about this as well when he
said that for the citizens of his day, ‘‘defa-
mation is becoming a necessity of life; in so
much that a dish of tea in the morning or
evening cannot be digested without this
stimulant.’’

But the impact of the Soviet system in my
country was far deeper and more insidious
than that and far deeper and more insidious
than many people either in Estonia or in the
West want to acknowledge. It involved more
than the mass executions and deportations,
more than the destruction of much of the
landscape, and more than 50 years of the sti-
fling of our lives. It involved in the very first
and most important sense the deformation of
our minds and souls, a deformation that
means that even today many of us cannot
confront reality except through the filters
provided by that past. Estonian is not an
easy language to learn, but any of you who
can listen to Estonian broadcasts or who
read Estonian newspapers or journals will
immediately feel what you are listening to
or reading is something very different from
the media you are used to in this long-estab-
lished democracy. And if you listen or read
while you visit my country—and I invite all
of you to do so—you will be shocked by the
difference between what you hear and see in
the media and what you hear and see all
around you.

Jefferson again understood this problem
when he wrote: ‘‘The real extent of this mis-
information is known only to those who are
in situations to confront facts within their
knowledge with the lies of the day.’’ And he
added that ‘‘I really look with commiser-
ation over the great body of my fellow citi-
zens, who, reading newspapers, live and die
in the belief, that they have known some-
thing of what has been passing in the world
in their time.’’

I share that feeling almost every time I
pick up an Estonian paper or listen to a
broadcast by a domestic Estonian outlet.

Now, lest you accuse me of being overly
pessimistic, let me hasten to add that there
are notable exceptions among owners, among
journalists and especially among readers and
listeners. There are owners of media outlets
in my country who do believe in the prin-
ciples of a genuinely free press. There are
journalists who understand that news is not
the same as propaganda and that checking
facts is important. And there are many read-
ers and listeners who know what genuine
news is and increasingly expect to get that
and not the poor substitute they are often
given.

One of the reasons that I have some opti-
mism about the future of the free media is
that our very oldest citizens remember the
media from before the Soviet occupation and
our very youngest are growing up without
the constraints of the communist system.
These two groups have been responsible for
most of the positive changes in our country
since 1991 not only in the media but in all
fields of endeavor. Indeed, I think it is sym-
bolic that I am a representative of those who
remember Estonia before the Soviets came
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and our prime minister Mart Laar, perhaps
the youngest national leader in the world,
came of age as they were leaving.

Another reason I am somewhat more opti-
mistic than you may think is that inter-
national broadcasting has already done some
important work. Those of us who listened to
what the Soviets called the ‘‘foreign voices’’
not only heard the news but learned what
news is—and importantly what it isn’t. Many
of our best journalists have been regular lis-
teners to RFE/RL, to VOA, to the BBC and
to all the others for their entire lives. That
gave them the courage to think differently
and a model for their profession. Without it,
we would have been much further behind.

But there is a final reason for my opti-
mism: the continuing impact of inter-
national broadcasting to my country and to
its neighbors. Estonians and many other peo-
ple around the world fudge their own media
on the basis of what international broad-
casting tells them. That operates as an im-
portant constraint on the tendency of do-
mestic media operations to go off the rails,
but it also means that these audiences are
learning what news is and thus will demand
it from their domestic outlets. And when
they do, then there will be genuinely free
press and the possibility of genuinely free so-
ciety.

Consequently, I am now convinced that the
greatest challenges for international broad-
casting lie ahead and not in the past, for
overcoming the problems Jefferson identified
two centuries ago is not going to be easy or
quick. Estonia as many of you know has
done remarkably well compared to many of
the other post-communist countries, but our
problems are still so great in the media areas
as elsewhere that we will continue to need
your help and your broadcasts long into the
future.

On behalf of the Estonian people, I want to
thank you in the United States for all you
have done in the past and are doing now
through your broadcasts to my country and
to other countries around the world. I be-
lieve that international broadcasting is and
will remain one of the most important
means for the spread of democracy and free-
dom. And consequently, I am very proud to
greet you today on the occasion of the for-
mation of the Broadcasting Board of Gov-
ernors as an independent agency—even
though I want all of you who are celebrating
that fact to know that your greatest chal-
lenges lie ahead and that those of us who are
your chief beneficiaries will never let you
forget it.

Thank you.∑

f

A THANK YOU TO WILLIAM
ANDREW WHISENHUNT

∑ Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. President,
one of the highest compliments a per-
son can receive is to be called a ‘‘serv-
ant,’’ someone who gives of himself for
others. A man I’ve known for many
years, a man of outstanding reputa-
tion, a man who has given a large part
of his life in service to his neighbors, a
man respected by his peers, is about to
make a major change in his life. The
people of the Fair State of Arkansas
would be remiss if we did not acknowl-
edge that change.

Andrew Whisenhunt of Bradley, in
Lafayette County in southwest Arkan-
sas, was born in the town of Hallsville,
TX. However, his family moved to the
Natural State while Andrew was still a
baby. So, technically he is not a na-
tive. However, Andrew is an Arkansas
through and through.

He has long been in the public eye.
Yet, soon, Andrew will step down from
the presidency of Arkansas Farm Bu-
reau Federation after 13 years. A mod-
ern-day tiller of the soil, he has been a
farmer for as long as he can remem-
ber—and his father before him. With
loving support form his wife, Polly, and
with help from his five children—War-
ren, Terri, Tim, Julie, and Bryan—An-
drew has built the farm where he’s
lived almost all his life into what has
been called a model of modern agri-
culture. And testimony to that has
been the Whisenhunts’ selection as
‘‘Arkansas Farm Family of the Year’’
in 1970, and Andrew’s choice as ‘‘Pro-
gressive Farmer Magazine’s Man of the
Year in Arkansas Agriculture’’ in 1984.

His love for his chosen profession has
carried him far beyond the fence rows
of his 2,000-acre cotton, rice, soybean,
and wheat-and-feed grain operation.
The journey began when he joined La-
fayette County Farm Bureau in 1955.
By the time Andrew was elected to the
Board of Directors of Arkansas Farm
Bureau in 1968, he had served in almost
every office in his county organization,
including president. In his early years
on the Farm Bureau State board, he
worked on several key board panels, in-
cluding the Executive and Building
committees. (The latter’s work re-
sulted in construction of Farm Bureau
Center in Little Rock in 1978.)

His fellow board members thought
enough of his personal industry and
leadership abilities that they elected
him their secretary-treasurer in 1976,
an office he filled for 10 years. During
that time, Andrew also was active out-
side the Farm Bureau arena as, among
other things, a charter member of Ar-
kansas Soybean Promotion Board, and
as a former president of both the Amer-
ican Soybean Development Foundation
and the Arkansas Association of Soil
Conservation Districts. Then he was
elected president of Arkansas Farm
Bureau in 1986.

During his tenure, the organization
has enjoyed unprecedented growth in
membership, influence and prestige.
When Andrew accepted the mantle of
top leadership, Farm Bureau rep-
resented some 121,000 farm and rural
families in the State. Today, that fig-
ure stands at almost 215,000—and Ar-
kansas has become the 8th largest
Farm Bureau of the 50 States and Puer-
to Rico.

As Arkansas Farm Bureau has grown,
Andrew’s leadership has done likewise.
As an influential member of American
Farm Bureau Federation’s Executive
Committee, he has traveled far and
wide as an advocate not just for Arkan-
sas farmers, but to advance American
interests in international trade and re-
lations. He was a member of the Farm
Bureau delegation that visited Russia
after the Iron Curtain shredded, to ex-
perience that nation’s agriculture first-
hand and to offer help to farmers there.
Andrew also was a key player in dele-
gations to China, Japan, and the Far
East, and to South America. He was

among U.S. farm leaders who traveled
to Cuba recently to see how trade with
that nation might be re-established. He
even led a group of Arkansas farm lead-
ers first to pre-NAFTA Mexico; then to
deliver rice the Farm Bureau had do-
nated to a Central American village
devastated by Hurricane Mitch.

Andrew’s influence and tireless work
ethic embrace the nonfarm sector as
well. His service to his local commu-
nity includes county and city school
boards, his local hospital board, the
Bradley Chamber of Commerce and his
church. He also is a board member of
Florida College in Tampa.

When Andrew steps down as presi-
dent of Arkansas Farm Bureau Federa-
tion in December, the members of that
great organization will miss him great-
ly. But he has never been one to sit
still, and chances are, that won’t
change. As the new century unfolds,
Farm Bureau’s loss undoubtedly will be
a gain somewhere else for all Arkan-
sans.∑
f

REGIONAL MARCHEGIANA SOCIETY

∑ Mr. LIEBERMAN. Mr. President, I
rise today to pay tribute to the Societa
Regionale Marchegiana of New Haven,
CT, as they celebrate their 90th anni-
versary of service to the Greater New
Haven community. Founded in 1909 on
the principles of brotherhood and com-
munity involvement, the Marchegiana
Society has enjoyed 90 years of success
as one of the State’s largest fraternal
organizations.

A number of important events have
marked the history of the Regional
Marchegiana Society, including the
construction of the Marchegian Center
and the merging with its sister group,
the Ladies Marchegiana Society. In
times of war and in times of peace, this
proud organization has always served
as a model of patriotism, dedication,
and community spirit. Over the years,
its members have actively involved
themselves in countless civic activities
and made a real difference to the city
of New Haven. In our society, which
draws its strength from its diversity,
the Marchegiana Society stands tall as
an example of the principles upon
which our nation was built.

Mr. President, I ask that you join me
in honoring the fine men and women of
the Regional Marchegiana Society.
They have met and exceeded the expec-
tations of their 36 founders and will un-
doubtedly continue their unblemished
record of service far into the future.∑
f

TRIBUTE TO THE WASHBURN FAM-
ILY FOR ITS PUBLIC SERVICE
AND OTHER OUTSTANDING AC-
COMPLISHMENTS

∑ Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I rise
today to pay tribute to an extraor-
dinary Maine family, distinguished
both by its record of public service and
the accomplishments it has achieved in
many other walks of life. The
Washburn family included three sisters
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